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) Housing of the Rural Elderly. By Gail D. Arndld Pmnumn( Duvnlopmenl
Division, Economic:Research Service, U.S. Depnrtmenr of Agnm}llure Rural
Developmem Research Report No. 42 ‘

~ v

Abstract o v

The ohierly ospecially the rural elderly, are moruy likely to have housing'
prdblelhs than other groups. The number of rural eldgrly households
_increased 16 percent between 1974 and 1979 compared with an increase of
only 10 percent for all U.S. households. In 1978, 15 percent of U.S. rural
elderly heads of household lived in inadequate housing compared with 8 per-
w cant of the urban elderly. Inadequate housing has one or more of the follow-
ing flaws, among others: incomplete plumbing facilities, incomplete kitchen
facilities, leaking roof, holes in walls or ceilings, and exposed wiring. In
addition, one out of five elderly homeowners in rural areas and about half
of elderly renters had trouble affording their tynes. A : .

Keywords: Rural, elderly, housing affordability, adequacy \, 3
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Summary -+

Most elderly peopla in the Umled States live in udequate housing, but in
rural aregs, 27 percent of the elderly renters and 18 percent of all the
elderly liping in the South have inadequate housing. These findings are
based on|1979 Annual Housing Survey data recently ayywd by the Eco-
nomlc Research Service. % ,

A major factor contributing to inadequateshousing is the low incomes of the
v elderly. In 1979, 29 percent of the rural elderly had incomes below the pov-
erty level, far greater than the 10 percent for the rural nonelderly.

The number of rural elderly househdds increased 16 percent between 1974
and 1979 compared with an increase of only 10 percent for all U.S. house-
"Holds. In 1979, 15 percent of the rural elderly lived in inadequate housing
compared wi'fh 8 percent of the urban elder}y.'

Housing is considered inadequate if it has one or more of the following
flaws, among others: lncomplele plumbjng facilities, incomplete kitchen faktil-
ities, leaking roof, holes in walls or teilings, and exposed wiring.

(-)ther'}indings,in this study: _
e Forty-five percent of the inadequate housing units of the rural elderly
are regarded as severely inadequate, with two or more housing flaws.

* The rural South has the highest percentage (10 percent) of severely
inadequate housing, especially among renters. . | o .

¢ Many rural elderly have troubld affording their homes. In 1979, 20 /
percent of the rural elderly living in adequate housing spent more than
~~ . 30 percent of their incomes for housing.

e In 1979, 83 porceni of rural elderly homeowners owned their homes
' free and clear, and more than half had lived 20 years or more in thelr
current units. ' : “

.

The rural elderly live in older, smaller housing units than do the

rural nonelderly., N

L 4
;

- The majority of elderly heads of household in rural areas are white, married
males aged 65-75 years old with less than a ninth grade educatijon.
\
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Introduction ' - i
B [ 4

While most elderly people (65 years old and over) in
the United States live in adequate housing, many of
~ those in rural areas have inadequate housing, espe-
cially those renting their- homes and those living in
the South. This report presents a detailed descrip-
tion of the demographiczand housing characteristics
of the rural elderly..

This study used the 1974 and 1879 Annual Housing
Surveys (AHS) as a data base to describe selected
households and housing characteristics. At the time
of report preparation, 1979 data were the most
recent. A brief preview of later data conducted in
March 1884 indicates little substantive change. The
AHS provides information on the number of housing
units jn the United States, the characteristics of
their occupants, housing and neighborhood quality,
and other .housing,reluwi variables (10).!

‘ . '
The surveys were condugibd by the Bureau of the
Census in cooperation wjth the U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Davelopment (HUD). The 1974
data on 78,000 housing units were collected by per-
sonal interviews from August to October 1974. The
1979 data on 79,000 units were collected by per-
sonal intetrviews from September to December 1979.
The sample of the AHS was spread over 461 sample
areas, comprising 923 counties and independent
cities with coverage in each of the 50 States and
the District of Columbia. In order to develop reliable
astimates of rural housing characteristics, rural
households were sampled at twice the rate of the
larger urban sample.? Data presented here were
obtained by special tabulations of the AHS.

Malicized numbars in parentheses rofer to liternture cited at
the egd of this report. ‘
"I'he AHS makos the following distinetion botween urban amd

rural housing: urban housing comprises all housing units in urban-

izl nroas and in places of 2,500 inhahitants or more outside -
urbanizad areas. Urban housing consista more specifically of all
housing nists in (1) places of 2,500 inhabitants or more incor-
poratod as citios, villages, boroughs (oxcept Alnakd), nnd towns
{(nxenpt in the Now England States, New York, and Wisconsin) but
xcludes thore housing units in the rural portions of extepded
citios: (2) unincorporated placas of 2,500 inhabitauts or more: and
(1) other tgreitpry. incorporated or unincorporated, included in
urbanized/nrans, Housing unita riot classifiod ng urban congtitute
rural hokgipg.

Y

\o

-~

Housing of the Rural Elderly o

!

- a low of 7 percent in the*North_Central regio
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Deinggraphic Cbaracteristlds

The number of rural elderly households is growing

‘rapidly. From 1974 to 1979, the number of U.S.

households increased-10 percent, whereas the num-
ber of rural elderly headed households increaged 16
percent. The number of households with heads’
ranging from 65-74 years old increased 13 percent,
while the number with heads 75 years old or older
increased 21 percent. The increase of rural elderly |
headed households between 1974 and 1979 varied
considerably among the four regions, ranging from
30
percent in the Waest (fig. 1).

.

“The majority of rural elderly heads of household in

.1979 were white, married (wife present) males,
aged 65-75 years old, with less than a ninth grade
education (table 1)’ However, about 30 percent of
rural elderly heads of household were single
fomales. There were proportionately fewer rural
male heads with each increasing age group. Of the
rural heads 65-74 years old, 68 percent were males.
'This percentage decreased for those aged 75 and
over to 53 percent. At the same time, the proportion
of rural widows incpiased with each older age
group. Of the rurgd heads 65-74 years old, 30 par-
cent were“widoys; in the 75-plus age group, 54
percent were widows. The higher proportion of#
single female heads in the older age group reflects
the longer life expectgncy of females.

Education levels of the elderly are rising. According
to 1979 data, 22 percent of heads 65-74 years old
had graduated from high school compared with 14
percent of the hdads 75 or plder. ‘Although levels of
educational attainment are lower in rural than in
urban areas, the rural elderly in 1879 were better
educated than comparable age groups in 1974.

. Since each younger age group is better educated,

each genaration of the elderly wi]l be better edu-
cated than the previous one. -

Mobility and Tenure -

3
Most of the rural elderly heads are longtime resi-
dents of the housing units currently occupied.
Amost half of those who were lomeowners in 1979
had lived in their units 20 years or more, Only 14
¢

ki
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percant had livdd in their curren{units less than 5 *ibutions among and l)nlwm*n régions ()f rural

years” By comparison, the etiral elderly renter is . eldorly owners and renters are shown in {igs. 2
highly mpbile; 52 percent of the rural slderly and 3. These distributions differ from that of the
renters moved betwesn 1874 and 1979, - rural elderly population in general. The proportion
! T of owners and ronters varies within each region,
‘The percontage of homepwners among the rural ‘The Northeast and West have higher, proportions bf
nldnrly ig hlghorﬂun that among the urban eldorly.  ~ renters and lower propogtions of owners than do
In'1979, 83 parcof of the rural elderly wero homo- the Southern and NortH Central regions.
owners compared with 64 percent of the uthan ‘ o
elderly.' Among the urban elderly, 32 percent were Income | . _ .
rentors compared with 11 percent of the ruml ¥ ol
olderly.* Incomes of elderly hou‘;ehuldq in 1979 were legs
. ' than half those of nonelderly households. Loss of
The distribution of rural olderly hoads is consistent earnings {ollowing retirement often aggravates the
with the distribution of all rural households, of economic problems of the elderly. However, the use
which 43 percent resided in the South in"1979, Dis- of current income us a measure of ecconomic well-
7 . yeing may have nvurost:fnnted the economic prob-
‘Excludes owners of condominiums and cooparatives. ems of the elderly given their accumulated wealth

‘Excludes households which paid fer rent by othar than cash, (13, pp. 1-4).

N , J- ) | FEN

~ .

Figure 1 ¢

Regional Distfibution and Growth of Rural Elderly Heads of Hougghold !

Norlh Central

Northeast

West

ae

* Top numbars tefar to parcantage digtribution hy mgiun in 1979
® Aottom numbars indicate peccantaga Increase In eldacly household heads from 1974 to 1979
" ‘, .
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Table l-—Domogrnphlc charactqustics of elderly heads of househol& 1979
~ Y A il — . .
(‘haracterlstlcs A Rural . Urban L Iotul .
_ ‘ - T
| thber Percent’ » Number Percent' Number Percent'
Total elderly heads 4,748,157 » 100 . 11,516,538 100 (16,264,695 100
L3 N . N
. ‘ .

Race: :
Whil(_a . 4,384,959 92 10,288,281 L ,'89 14,673,240 90
Black / 329,249 Y A 1,085,571 .09 1,414,820 9
Other 33,949 o1 142,686 1 176,635 1

Highest grade of school > .

attended: ‘ -
No SChO(_)l 78,530 2 181,856 , 2 260,386 2
Kindergarten-8th | 2,365,428 - 50 ~4,171,363 36 6,536,791 - 40
9th 11t ' 763,598 16 1,827,164 . 16 2,590,762 16
?h school graduate 894,846 . 19 2,948,677 26 3,843,523, 24
lege . 645,755 14 2,3[17,478 21 3,033,233 ' 19
N

Marital status: - 4
Married 2,506,895 - £53 4,819,563 42 . 7,326,458 45
Sinng 2,241,262 47 6,696,975 58 - 8,938,237 55

~~ ' . .

Sex: . ' -

Male 2,982,668 63 6,032,173 52, 9,014,841 55
Female 1,765,489 37 5,484,365 48 7,249,854 45

'"Percentages may nol ndd to 100 due to rounding of data,

In 1979, 36 percent of the rural aged had incomes
less than $5,000; more than half had incomes less
than $7,000. In comparison, 41 percent of the non-
aged had incomes above $20,000, and well.over half
had incomes of $15,000 or more. The median income
for the rural aged was less than $7,000 compared
with nearly $16,000 for the rural nonaged, (table ).

Incomes differ signifjcantly between regions and
between owners and renters. Median incomes of
rural elderly heads varied by more than $2,000
among the four regions in 1979, ranging from more
than $8,034 in thé Northeast to $5,779 in the South.
Median incomes for owners were $3,325 higher

\han those for renters. The owner/renter differences
in median incomes ranged from approximately
$3,900 in the Northeast to $2,900 in the South
where incomes, generally were lower than
elsewhere,

Social security and railroad retirement are the most
common Bources of income for the elderly. Ipterest
and bonds provided some income for more &an half
of the households in yg. Only 1 out of 12 elderly

|

Q

-

v

rural houqeholdq received any wolfare or public  «
assistance, adthough 29 gercent had incgmes bolow
the poverty level. This flpﬂhng i8 expdc ted since
as¥et eligibility tests may exclude many elderly f*)%
qualifying for assistance programs. ~

Housin§ Characteristics .
Eight out of 10 rural elderly heads of household
resided in single detached units in 1979. Nine per-
cent lived in mobile homes and 7 percent in mgiltiple
units. The rural elderly live in qp,mller units than
the nonelderly. In 1979, 56 percent of rural elderly
heads lived in units with fewer than three’ bed-
rooms;, 33 percent lived in umts thh fewer than
five rooms.

In (‘omparison approximately 7 out of 10 rm‘al non:
aged livad in units with three or more hedrooms,
and more than three-fourths lived in units with five
or more rooms. This size differential may be par-
tially related to the age of the units, The majority of
the units occupied by the rural mged were built over
30 years ago. Most of the units built prior to 1950

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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. ..ware cpnstructed at a time when standards of ¢
spuce, drrangement and stofgge were mich lower,

* _and building technology was {uss well advanced
than it is today (4)."” ' \

‘The rural elderly live in slightly larger units than do”

the urban elderly. In 1979, 66 percent of the rural
aged lived in units with five or more rooms, and 45
percent had three or more bedropms as compared
with the urban elderly’s 56 percent and 33 percent,
respaclively. BRI

L 4
.

Houying Quality
" A series of structural And functional housing char-
_acteristics dedcribedhe quatity of housing. In addi-

+ + tion, the adequacy of o particular housing, unit

depends upon the characteristics and needy of the
occupants. Three moasures of housing quality and
adequacy are used here: (1) a simple definition of

Figure 2 »

Yoo T \
~ substandard housing, (2) alisting’ of .the structural
-+ and functional flaws in the housing unit, and (3) the

definition of inadequate housing developed by
HUD for the report series How Well are We Housed?
a2 \

»

‘Substandard Housing |

A substandard housing unit is one that is ("rowded, '
1.01 or more persons per‘room, or lacks®;omplete
private plumbing-facilities.’Complete plumbing fatil-
ities are defihed as hot and cold!piped watgr, a
flush toilet, and a bathtub or_shower. The plumbing
must be inside the structure ag}i exclusively used by
the eccupants. Although crowding was not a major
problem among the elderly (die to small household .
sizes) in 1979, 9 percent of all rural elderly house-
hold¢ lived in substandard housing. largely because
\. of inadequate plumbing. . ' '

S

\

. Total 12% |
dw‘\ers 1%
Renters 16%

- West

National Distribuﬁon of-Rural Etderly Owners/Renters

\

North Central

. AN

'Y

Total 29%
Owners 30%
Rentgrs 25%

Owners 1,5%
Renters 21%

Total 43%
‘Owners 45%
Renters 38%

" South
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Figure 3 ' " ‘ - . . J “—— '

Distribution of Rural El;ietly Households by Tenure. Within Each Region

v . . L ¢ e .v'

. (44

v ’ oo ',‘"‘ ' . / |
\ North Central Yo
\\
\ \ . /
( own 79% NortheasL
‘ Own 86% Rent*15% o il/ S /
Own 78% . . Rent* 9%
West Rent* 14% . Other®6% \
.

Other® 8%

_ Own 84%
v Hent™* 9%
Othe® 7%

A Y
»
* Rent includes only those households whigh paid cash for rent.
@ Other includes cooperatives, condominiums, and households that did not pay cash for rent.

\ - . ! . 2

Table 2—Rural income distrilution by age category of head of household, 1979

Income leyels - Nﬂmged Aged Total * / Q |
. S .
, . '
v Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Less than $5,000 1,420,350 “ 8 1,700,795 36 - 3,121,145 14.
$5,000-%$6,999 903,814 5 711,973 15 1,615,787 w 7
'$7,000-$9,999 . ' 1,692,133 ' 9 '822,203 17 2,514,336 + 11
$10,000-$12,499 2,048,811 ; 11 421,481 ! & / 2,470,292 11
$12,500-$14,999 $- 1,571,353 9 283,996 . (1,855.349 8
$15,000-$19,999 ., 2,985,007 17 352,843 7 3,337,850 - 15 _
$20,000-$29,999 ) 4,435,307 25 279,062 : 6 . 4,714,369 21 .
$30,000 or more 2,936,735 16 166,345 4 3,103,080 14
; . ) . . . . \

Total ' 17,993,510' 100 4,738,698 100 22,732,208 100

: - . . )

' ' . . [~ Dollars

» L 4 . . . . . ’

Maedian income -, - 15,60}1 — 6.878 C— ) 14,716 —

— = Not applicable, )

‘l
1. .
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A dlsprop()rtmﬁate pescentagq of rural elderly ' tional flaws in the housing unit. A unit has a struc-
« renters (19 percent) lived in substandard housing tural flaw if it hag two or more of the followirig
compared with rural elderly owners (7 percent). defects: open ctacks or holes in walls or ceilings,
. Thirteen percent ¢f nonelderly renters lived in sub- holes in the interior floors, or hroken plaster or
. standard housiZg compared with 6 percent of non- peeling paint over 1 square foot. A unit bas a func-
: ‘elderly owners. In all*regions of the country, sul- . ‘tional flaw if it has one or more of the following
standard housing was more common among renters defécts: inadequate plumbing'fgéilities. kitchen . . »
than owners (table 3). o . *  facilities, or heating equipment. ** '

Approximately 7 out of 10 of the substandard units

Few rural elderl ﬁ'ouseh.ld's. 4 percent) lived {
occupied by the rural elderly were located 'in the Tur y olds(4 percent) lived in

-structurally flawed housing in 1979. Based on meas-

South in 1979. This relatively high concentration ~* ures of the frequency of each flaw, rural elderly,
reflects tha_grealer prominence of renters &mong households had the following problems in décreasingy
the elderly in the South, the lower incomes in that order of’ importance (table 5). Eight percent had-
region, and the gre equency of substandard incomplete plumbing facilities, g percent had’
housing among both bwners and renters in the

incomplete kitchen facilities; 5 parcent had ogen

cracks or holes in the walls or ceilings; 4 percent

(excluding the South) had inadequate heating; 4 per-
. cent had peeling paint over 1square foot; and 2
- percént had- holes in the mtenor floors. ,

South (table 4). !
Structur'al and Functional Flaws

!

Another way of looking at-the quality of housing is

. by examimng the number of structural a"nd func- * Thl housing of rural elderly is more often flawed ”
s / than housing of urban elderly. In 1978, only a smyll
: _ percentage of units of the urban aged had inade- )
. i Lo quat®plumbing facilities (2 percent), Kitchen facilir )
" Table 3—Percentage of rural elderly heads of . “: ties (1 percent). and heating equipment (1 percent}.
household living in substandard units by region and _About the same‘percentage (3 perceni) of units
tenure, 1979 occupied by urban elderly had struc;ural ﬂaws as
< North. North = U t d units of rural elderly @
T e orth- or nite e s> " . o
Tonure past Central South West g i v. o B
Rural elderly households have a higher percentage - . .
Percent . *of units with flaws than nonelderly households. In ’
1979, fewer rural nonelderly units had inadequate .’
Rural elderly ' plumbing facilities (4 percent), inadequate kitchan
heads .4 b 14 4 9 facilities (2 percent), and structura| flaws (3 per- *
Owners 3 > 1 2 "7 cent), Inadequate heating was equadlly common -
Renters n . 7 35 n. 19 . amon& elderly and .noneldarly rural_households.
- Note: Table is basad on 4.748.157 persons. .

,

) Housing flaws are more prevalent among rural
¥ Y ' elderly renters than owhers. Of the rural aged -+,
renters in 1979,"19-perceht lived in units with
v . inadequate plumbing facilities, and 11 perc¢ent had

Table 4—Rejional distribution of substandard units n?dequate kitchen facilitips, well above the 8 per-

. #*cent and 3 percent, respectively, among rurataged
of rural elderly heads of h0usehold by tenure, 19\79 owners. Structural defects whre-three times more .

. - . . common among renters than owners (table 8).
T'enure 'N(;:;{] Cr:(r:lt‘:'gl ‘South Must ta gg, ' K . ,
T ' " B A * Housing deficiencies are far more prevalent among
S~ - Percent - '~ . ingle rural elderly males than among single rur.
. : . g rly females. Lack of plumbing is particularly °
Rural alderly - \ . . it in the housing of single males (table 7). The '~ -
heads 7 19 69 - 5§ 100 evx t higher frequéncy of. renters ameng males
Owners . 6 21 69 4 . 100 ' th ‘females likely contributes to the greater.
Rentors 12 -9 652\; si/) 100 ~arfiount of flawed housing among single males, . -

.
M .

o
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Table 3—Comparison of housing deficiencjes by age caegory of head and rural/urban location, 1979 o -
] 4 . -
¢ — _ N . — ' : £ ‘
9 C ' e N Rural ~* ) o ‘Urban * o -
[tem ; . s L . )
» * . Total . Nonaged .Agad Totak Nonaged = 2. Aged :
. - A "‘\: Number ' , o
- - ; : ' AR
Hohsuhul‘(l héads 22,891,418 * 18,126,261 14,748,157 55,905,221 .44,388,683." 11, v
e *P_qrcq'n{ " ! K ', v L
s . o I . . N d ., 'l . b
Type ol flaw: L, ‘ "¥ b { . oo 5
. . . J ' : -~ ¥,
Plumbing 5., o~ 4/‘ . 8 ;" 1 , S 30 2,4 35
Kitchen a % 5 .. * 1 M N A .
Sewage disposal Y. ' 2 ) 6 ., S ot w0 e ek el
Heating SR 40 o4 0 4 ' sl N R RS .
Structyral O & -3 3 ) ./ 4 I S R 0 SR
Public hall 1 1 1 / . 3. e 3. /7 M
v Toilet access A 6. I .3 * R ','*f,-" % L4
Electrical * ,‘ﬂ. > 1>’ *oam B LSRR S
. . , .' ” - ) 0;4‘ s /“ ) «@ 3, (‘,-' o ) - A
* Number of flaws:', ! . s p BN T '
()m‘ - 2 T 12 SRR} by 7 S
wo 2 e A 1
'l'hrne o ”" 2 .y / 1 o . ¥
. l.‘pur . . . . Jl/ ? . v . * *
v Cs M ’ AN .
Inadoquate houmng Lo 160 '1,16_' 13 8
’ * e ‘. ) C, f * -
Snvﬂrnly lnndeqnmn ’ \ ' Ce N . ‘
houqr,hg ' I A ‘ 2 Loy,
'- ‘*Lass lhnn 1 pur( nnl nal T L s * . "Housing units with one or more flaws.
Yo Units with Tive o m()rn flaws ‘}yvm jnqs lhun 1 percenl. t 'Heusing units withdwo or more flaws.
/7 . v 'v" L -~ "'.V ¢ “» . (
‘ ] . 0
o Table 6:—Comp¢rison of hqus?ng def enclas Betwgga tural elderly heads of household by tenpre, 1979 .
Y : R -
"y ' ltum/ Owner , Renters ~ _Total .
v ,7" P =  J N . e l' ] =
. " Number .  Perc Numbgr Percent Number Percent'
o ) i ’ “ ) 4 . - * ..
Rural elderly heads +® ~ 30944,277 100 .75%.880 « 100 4,748,157 100 v
E . S \
Type of flaw: _ ‘o
Plumbitig » 208087 '™ 6 144,492 19 . 392,579 8
- Kitchen- : 134,624 ' 3 86,222 1t 220,846 5
.Sewage disposal - . 163,391 4 + 108474 - ‘14, - 271865 6 .
Hoating . 140,888 * 4 32,999 4 . 173,887 4 '
Maintenange -+ 895 3\%, 67,761 .9 ' .175,656 4
SFublic hall 41,522 1 8.?5 - 1 *. 50,497 1 -
@ l()ll;l m,(less- : ' 48,346 1 1,585 ° - 49,931’ 1
» Eledtrict ;0 13,308 Tox 0.9%7 .2 v 245240 ~ 1
- actrica . - ‘1 93\' \‘4,4 .
Number of flaws: - \8 : e o ‘
One y e~ 300,276 * * 8. . 81,311 \11 » 390486 7 8 .
Two . / . 83,253 [ 2 21,378 3 Y1046 { Q 2" .
Three \ 76,547 zv 56,305 ~» 8 132,852 , 3
Four 38,15 LI | 34,492 «H © 72,6848 , 2 .
Five 8,00 o . 6,099 1 14,101 *
., f ~ P ‘ . *
lnﬂdeqw housing' 515,233 o 13 . '199.'58§ 27 714,818 ‘AM..‘..\ls'
. ' hd e
Severely inadequate N ) K - .
“housing’ { 205,058 B A4 1 16 B2 . 7 .
*Logn |hnn l ;mr( onl '()nn or more flawa. T'wo ur mom f}nwu - -\ ” - v 'r
l(: . . ' : ‘
(o : m . e
RN cip AN .
' /.... \ . ’
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! Flawed housing is more common in the South lhnf _ Inadequate Housing \“?‘r“"" e
. in other regions. Approximalely 13 percent of the £
' housing occupied by rural elderly households in the HUD's more comprehensive approach to housing
South in 1979 had inadequete plumbing facilities; 8 quality defines an inadequate unit as one that suf-
percent had inudequate kitchen facilities; and 6 per- {ers from one or more of those defects:
cont had structural deficiencies (table 8). ' : v
' ‘o A ¢ Incomplete or shared plumbing facilities; -
The Waest showed the highest percentages of inade- . lncomplﬂhr shared kitchem facilitios; v
quate heating (South excluded); howsver, this muy - . . - o . >
have been due to the Southwestern areas consti- ¢ * No public sewer, septic tank, cesspool, or
tuting a larger percentage of the West. Heating , chemical l:nlel; . -
fm:ililiog are inu(quuale if no healing.equipment is « Inadequate heating (pxcluding the South);
used or if the hgating equipment consists of only a. . rru
fireplace, stove, or room hegger without a fl_u'n. In - ¢ Inadequate mainterdance (the unit sufférs from
the Southwest, as in the South, heating facilities any two of these defects): leaking roof, open
may not be needed to the extent they are needed in cracks or holes in Me interior walls or ¢eil-
the North. Therefore, healing facilities in®he South- ings, holes in the interior floors, or broken
west may have been classified as inadequate whon, plaster or pgeling paint on interior walls or
_in fact, they were adequate for the local climate. ceilings; ) b
) ; ‘
." ’ ( :

Table 7—Comparison of Rt;uslng deficiencies of single male and single female rural elderly households, 1979
\ E

Item y Male Female Total A
’ [ - '
"Number  Percent - Number Percent Number Percent
Single rural elderly heads 446,444 100 « 1,384,875 100 1,831,319 100
- ¢ : & .
I'ype of flaw: , ‘
Plumbing. . 104,670 23 102,966 7 207.636 N
Kitchen : 67,360 15 59,023 4 126,383 7
Sewage disposal ' '+ 77.246 17 61,482 4 118,728 8
Heating 36.926 8 - 31,624 2 68,550 4
Maintenance 34,113 8 50,502 4 - .84,615 5
Public hall . 6.221 T 16,526 1 22747 1
JToilet access 2,309 1 5,814 > 8,143 St
Electrical ’ 6,066 1 5,736 * 11,802 veisiy 1
Number of flaws: , ® -
One , 46,626 10 fou.028 8 . 155654 9
Two 21,604 . 5 24,397 2 / 46,001 3
Three T 38,815 9 31,261 2 70,076 4
Four 28,388 A 16,457 ,]/ ! 44 .845 2
Five ’ . 3,016 . | { 3.252 6,268 *
s
Inadequale housing' . 138,449 31 184,395 13 322,844 18
Sevarely inadequate . : ‘ ) .
[muainn’ 91,823 21 75,1467 , 5 ](57.[5)() 9
P -~ T o
'Oun or more Tlnws. L . .
"T'wo or more finws, . . . AR
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' \ . . BL 1 d
’ r
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o Fow or no light fixtures; loose, broken, or mis-
sing steps; or a loose or missiy stair railing
in public areas of muliple housing units; |

e - Inadequate toilet nccess—ndess Lo sole flysh
toilet is through one of two or more bedrooms
used for sleeping (applies only to households
with children under 18); and

o Inadequire electrical facilitios-—exposed wir-
» " ing, blown fuses, or trippud circuit breakeres
three or more times in last 90 days, add no
W(')rking wall uulyl in one or More rooms.

A4

By this‘comprehensivie measure of housing deficien-
cies, 15 percent of the rural elderly headed house-
holds lived in inadequate housing in 1979 compared
with 8 percent of the urban elderly (table 5).
Inadequate rural housing was particularly promi-
nent among elderly renters (27 percent) and elderly

]

Housing of the Rurul Elderly

s
o

.

Of the inndequate units occupied by the rural
elderly, 55 percent had only one flaw, and 45 per-
cent had two or morae flaws and thus are regarded
as severely inndequate. In 1879, 93 percent of the
units with Amdaquate kitchen facilities also had one
or more other flaws. Nearly 80 percent of those
units lacking plumbing were severely inndequate.
Seventy-one percent of those with inadequate elec-
trical equipment and 59 percent with inadequate
maintenance were severely inadequate. Only 30
percent of the units with inndequmte heating, 14
petcent with inadequate toilet accass, and 8 per-
cent with inadequate public halls were severely
inndequate. -

Inndequately housed rural elderly were most prev-
alent in the Waest (19 percent) and the South (18
percont) and less common in the North Central
region (12 percent) and the Northeast (10 percent).
However, severely inadequate housing was far more
prevalent in the South (10 percent) than in the other

single males (31 percentf (tables 6 and 7, regions: the North Central (5 percent), the North-
rospectively). east (3 percent), and the Wast (3 percent) (table 8).
’ . 1Y ’/
Table 8-—(,ompeﬁson of housing deﬁciencies by region, in units occupied by ‘the rural elderly. 1979
o llnm - ' N()rlh('mbud_ﬂt)rlh (,enlrui o ';uulkhw Wesl o lulel -
' Number Pct.  Number  Pct. Number Pct. Number Pct. Number Pct.

Total elderly heads 734,252 100 1,355,914 100 2,086,604 . 100 571,387 ~ 100 4,748,157 100
Type of flaw: . - ';

* Plumbing 28,239 4 78,279 6 270,079 13 15,982 J 392,579 8
Kitchen 10,383 1 44,280 3 156,067 2 220,846 5
Sewage disposal 13,743 2 . 49\889 4 196,168 2 271,865 6
Heating 28,703 4 65V19 5 — 14 173.887 4
Maintenance 10,381 1 27,351 2 ‘127,780 2 175,656 4
Public hall 9,969 1 20,8134 2 8,045 2 50,497 1
Toilet nccess 5,801 1 10,420 1 28,901 1 49,931 1

\Ele(‘.lri(‘.ul 768 * 1,634 ~ * 21,087 * 24,240 1
Number of flaws:' . v
One _ 51,281 7 99,945~ 7 151,295 7 88,085 15 390,586 8
Two ‘ 12,596 2 21667 , 2 65,683 3 4,688%> 1} 104,631 2.
Three 7.274 1 21118 . 2 . 98513 5§ 5,947 t 132,852 3
Four ! 2,423 * 15,938 1 49,668 2 4,619 1 72,648 2
v . .
lmld(_!(]lmlﬂ housing? 73.574 10 164,268 12 371,410 18 105,:')69 19 714,818 15
!
Severely inndequate . .
“housing' 22093 3 64,923 © 5 220,115 10 17,501 3 324,232, 7
- =Not upplimhln '
*Loss than 1 percent. )
‘Less than 1 parcent af the unils bad five or mors flnws. . .
'Housing unils with ane or moro Haws, : “ . o
'Houning unita with two ar mora {lnws, . . . o ”
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- pummary of Housing Quality

These three definitions of housing deficiencies—sub-
standard housing, structurgl and functional flaws,
and inadequate housing—reveal varying degress of
poor-quality housing. In all cases, however, the
rural South has the highest percentage of flawed
housing. And, rural elderly headed households,
aspecinlly the renters in the South, are soverely
plagued with inadequate housing.

- Housing Affordability

Many elderly households on reduced or fixed
. incomes have difficulty in meeting such rising hous-
ing costs as rhpt increases, property taxes, utilities,
or maintenance expehses. Households spending
more than 30 percent of their income for adequate
hoysing (neither crowded nor with inadequate
plumbing facilities) have an affordability problem,

",I'ho median percentage of income rural owners
spent on adequate housing in 1979 was almost the
same for the aged as for the nonaged (about 17 por-
cont). However, a considerably higher percentage of

_income was spent on adequate housing by both the
alderly and noneld#rly renters—30 and 22 percent,
rospectively. .

In 1979, 20 percent of rural elderly owners in ade-
quate housing had affordability problems, devoting
30 percent or more of their incomes to meet housing
costs, Affordability problems were far more prova-
lent -among elderly renters; 48 percent of the rural
alderly venters spent more than 30 percent of their
incomes for adequate housing. By comparison, 15
percoht of the nonaged owners and 31 percent of
the nonaged renters had affordability problems.

Tweanty-five percent of the aged owners in inade-
quato housing had affordability problems compared
with 14 percent of the nonaged owners. By compari-
son, 30 percent of the aged renters and 29 percent
()f the ngnaged renters living in substandard hous-
ing had affordability problems.

Mthough rural elderly headed housgholds® have rela-
tively lower incomes, these alderly are to some
degroo compensated by lower housing costs. How-
aver, income differences sxceed the housing cost
differences for renters, The median income for
rural elderly rentors was 64 percent less than that
for nonelderly renters, but the median gross rent
was only 44 percent less, The median income for o
rural olderly ownors was 61 percent less than

that for rural nonnl:lorly owners, and the médian

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

monthly housing costs ware a similar 67 percent

less.

Homeowner Costs

. . * '
Homeowner costs include real estate taxes,

property insurance, utilities, fuel, water, garhago
collection, and mortgage payments..Howover, in
1979, nearly 90 percent of rural hoggeowners over
65 had paid their mortgages complétely. The rural
olderly had a median monthly heusing cost of $299
for owners with a mortgage and $89 for those with-
out. However, the median monthly housing cost of
younger households was considerably higher: $350
for owners with a mortgage and $105 for those
without,  ° T /B '

»
Much of the difference in housing costs between the

Iil(lorly and nonelderly is due to differences in mort-

go costs. The median monthly mortgage for
elderly owners was $115, well below the $197 for
nonelderly owners. This difference reflects the
higher interest rates and house prices the younger,
more recent.home purchasers are paying. Median
monthly mertgage payments of the rural aged
owners varied considerably by region: $150 in the
Woaost, $124 in the Northeast, $119 in the North
Central, and $87 in"the South.

ﬁuml alderly ownets paid lowor utility: bills in 1979
than n()nnl(lnrly owners. The modian cost of utili-

_tios—olectyic, gas, oil, and water—was $82 for

olderly owners and $96 for nonelderly owners. The
lowsr cost to the elderly is likely due to the smaller
sizes of hoth their houses and their households.
Monthly utility cbsts for the rural elderly or
were highest in the Norgheast ($90) and lowest in
the West ($68).

‘Roal estate takes paid in 1979 were $191 for the

rural elderly owner, far below the $331 for the non-
alderly owner. The mediah tax varied graantly across
the regions, from $489 in the Northeast to $96 in
the South.

Rent;ir Costs

Monthly-housing costs for rural olderly renters
include rental payments, utilities, and fuols. In -

1979, the madian gross rent for rural olderly o

+ renters was $114 a month.%The median gross rem

<

‘Groan ront ) s dofined by AHS, 18 the contract ront plus the
oatimated avorage monthly cont of utilitios™and fuels if theso items
are pald for by tho renter in nddition to rent.




1 .
for rural nonelderly was $205, nearty 80 percent
+_ higher than for rural elderly. Urban elderly paid
" considerably higher rent, $53 more a month, than
rural elderly. Rent paid by rural elderly renters
was highest in the Northeast ($148) and lowest in.
the South ($93), N

.

.
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~ for Decisionmakers

The Economic Research Service ana-
lyzes developments and trends affect-
ing agriculture and rural America.
Performance of the agricultural industry,
including the producing, processing,
and marketing sectors, i8 an important
area.of research. Analysts provide
economic information to help you make
more knowledgeable decisions.

Economists project prices, supplies,
demand, and use of specific crops,
dairy, pduitry, livestock, and other
products. They assess foreign
developments and agricultural policies
to determine the impacts on U.S.
trade. :

Use, conservation, and development of
natural resources affecting economic
growth are a major area of research.
Trends in population, employment, and
housing, and economic adjustment

. problems are closely reviewed and

reported.

Reports lists all current
agency publications and
prices. To be placed on its free
malling list, write to:

Information Division
Room 1470-S., USDA

'Washjngton, D.C. 20250
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The 1983 Handbook
of Agricultural Charts

Economic and agricultural trends come alive in
this two-color handbook, containing 278 charts
depicting all significant aspects of agriculture. A
valuable regearch tool, popular teaching device, -
and convenient format for preseriting a com- ! 1983 Handbook of Agneultural Charts
plete overview of the agricultural sector. The ARy O AL
charts illustrate data and trends for agricultural '
subjects ranging from farm income to consumer
costs, and from commodities to engrgy produc-
tion and use. Charts showing trade/ data, cost of
production figures, farmland numbeys, and pop-
ulation trends round,out the agricultural picture
presented in this handbook. A USDA “bestseller.”
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For a New Perspective on Issbes Facing Rural America

This new periodical will bring you, three times a year, sn eclectic
mix of rural information end ideas with sach artiele, written In a crisp,
nomtechnical manner, generousty illustrated with photos, maps, and
cherts.
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